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Understanding the elementary mechanism for the dissipation of vortex energy in quantum liquids
is one central issue in quantum hydrodynamics, such as quantum turbulence in systems ranging
from neutron stars to atomic condensates. In a two-dimensional (2D) Bose-Einstein condensate
(BEC) at zero temperature, besides the vortex drift-out process from the boundary, vortex-antivortex
pair can annihilate in the bulk, but controversy remains on the number of vortices involved in the
annihilation process. We find there exists a dynamical transition from four-body to three-body
vortex annihilation processes with the time evolution in a boundary-less uniform quasi-2D BEC.
Such dynamical transition depends on the initial vortex pair density, and occurs when the sound
waves generated in the vortex annihilation process surpass a critical energy. With the confinement
along the third direction is relaxed in a quasi-2D BEC, the critical sound wave energy decreases
due to the 3D vortex line curve and reconnection, shifting the dynamical transition to the early
time. Our work reveals an elementary mechanism for the dissipation of vortex energy that may help
understand exotic matter and dynamics in quantum liquids.

Quantum vortices, ubiquitous topological excitations,
play an important role in diverse quantum phenomena
such as Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless transition [1–6],
Kibble–Zurek mechanism [7–14], and quantum turbu-
lence [15]. In quantum liquids, the quantization of the
superflow circulation around the vortex makes the vor-
ticity robust against decay. The understanding of vortex
motion and their decaying mechanism is thus fundamen-
tally important and has attracted much attention recently,
particularly in 2D quantum turbulence [16–32]. In a 2D
BEC, quantum vortices may disappear via two processes:
vortex drifting-out from the boundary and vortex-pair
annihilation in the bulk [33]. Here the vortex pair repre-
sents a pair of vortex and antivortex with positive and
negative single quantum of circulations.

So far the basic mechanism for the vortex-pair annihila-
tion remains inconclusive. While vortex-pair annihilation
was initially considered as a two-body process [33, 34],
later studies utilizing the purely 2D Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion (GPE) showed that it is a four-body process at zero
temperature [20, 21, 35], where the vortex pair forms
a soliton-like structure [36–39] (i.e., a pair with a short
vortex distance) through a three-body interaction with
the third vortex. This soliton-like structure is robust, and
the fourth vortex is needed to dissipate it to sound waves,
as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). However, recent work utilizing
3D GPE demonstrated that the vortex-pair annihilation
is a three-body process (Fig. 1(b)) in a uniform quasi-
2D BEC [40] with a strong confinement along the third
direction. These different results raise the natural ques-
tion regarding the fundamental mechanism behind the
vortex-pair annihilation, particularly in the dimensional
crossover from 2D to 3D for a realistic quasi-2D BEC.

In this Letter, we address this important question by
simulating vortex decay dynamics in a boundary-less uni-
form quasi-2D BEC utilizing the 3D GPE with differ-
ent confinements along the third direction. Here the

boundary-less condition prohibits the vortex drifting-out
process in the 2D plane. Our main results are:

i) The vortex annihilation process is governed by the
sound wave intensity characterized by a critical energy

FIG. 1. Schematics of the vortex-pair annihilation process.
(a) Four-body process: the first and second vortices form a
soliton-like structure. The third vortex is needed to conserve
the vortex energy and momentum. This soliton-like structure is
robust in uniform 2D BECs, and the fourth vortex is required
to break the structure into sound waves. (b) Three-body
process: the pair of the first and second vortices dissipates
to sound waves via the interaction with the third vortex and
sound waves.
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FIG. 2. (a) Snapshots of density profile in a representative case with Lz = 2ξ and the initial vortex number Nvor(0) = 202.
These plots are on the cross-section at z = 0. The maximum value of the color bar is nM = 2× 10−5N/ξ3. (b-d) Time evolution
of the vortex number decay. The initial vortex number is Nvor(0) = 202 (b), Nvor(0) = 162 (c), and Nvor(0) = 242 (d). The red
and blue dashed lines correspond to four-body and three-body processes, respectively.

Ec, below (above) which the annihilation process is four-
body (three-body). With a low initial vortex density,
the vortex-pair annihilation remains a four-body process
during the dynamical evolution due to the low sound wave
energy generated in the annihilation process.

ii) In the high initial vortex density region, the vortex
annihilation starts from the four-body process. However,
the generated sound wave energy from the vortex an-
nihilation exceeds Ec after certain time t, leading to a
dynamical transition [41] from four-body to three-body
processes.

iii) The critical sound wave energy decreases for weak-
ening confinement along the third direction. As the con-
finement becomes weaker, the vortex lines can curve and
reconnect along the third dimension, which reduce the
effective critical sound wave energy for annihilating the
vortex pairs, shifting the dynamical transition to an early
time.

Description of a quasi-2D BEC and numerical method.
We simulate the dynamics of a quasi-2D BEC by the 3D
GPE [42]:

iℏ
∂Ψ(r, t)

∂t
= − ℏ2

2m
∇2Ψ+ U(z)Ψ + C|Ψ|2Ψ− µΨ, (1)

where Ψ is the macroscopic wave function, ℏ is the reduced
Plank constant, m is the atom mass, and C = 4πℏ2as/m
is the interaction strength with the s-wave scattering
length as. For simplicity, we assume the quasi-2D BEC

is confined in the z-direction by a box potential

U(z) =

{
∞ |z| ≥ Lz/2
0 |z| < Lz/2.

(2)

The periodic boundary condition is assumed in the x-
y plane so that quantum vortices may disappear only
through the vortex-pair annihilation process. Kelvin
waves, i.e., transverse excitations along a vortex line,
are suppressed in thin BECs with a small Lz [43], and
such suppression is often considered as the criteria of 2D
in the context of quantum turbulence [44].

The BEC density n is given by n = |Ψ|2, and the
velocity field v is computed by v(r, t) = ℏ

2mi
Ψ∗∇Ψ−Ψ∇Ψ∗

n .
The BEC dynamics has the healing length scale ξ =
ℏ/

√
2mµ0 and time scale τ = ℏ/µ0 with the equilibrium

chemical potential µ0 = Cn0 and the average BEC density
n0. We solve the GPE by the fourth-order Runge-Kutta-
Gill’s method [45] with the spatial step ∆x = 0.25ξ and
the time step ∆t = 0.1 × 0.252τ . The computational
domain size is Lx × Ly × Lz = [0, 256ξ] × [0, 256ξ] ×
[−Lz/2, Lz/2]. In our simulations, Lz varies from ξ to
8ξ, which are thin enough for the 2D criteria. For the
initial state, we arrange Nvor(0)/2 positive and Nvor(0)/2
negative vortices alternatively as a square lattice in the
x-y plane, yielding the vortex density Nvor(0)/ (256ξ)

2
.

To reduce the initial density fluctuations, we generate
the initial state by the imaginary time evolution with the
pinning potential located at vortex locations, hence the
initial state has no sound waves [46].
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FIG. 3. (a) Time evolution of the compressible kinetic energy
Ecom with various initial vortex numbers Nvor(0) under the
same Lz = 2ξ. The dashed line represents the critical energy
EC determined from Nvor(0) = 202. The three-body scaling
is observed when Ecom > EC. (b) Dependence of EC on the
z-axis confinement Lz. Nvor(0) = 202. The boundary between
three and four-body processes is drawn for illustration by
connecting EC. With larger Ecom, the vortex-pair annihilation
may involve the two-body process, where α is smaller than 3.

Dynamical transition from four-body to three-body pro-
cesses. Fig. 2 (a) shows the density evolution of a BEC
with Lz = 2ξ and the initial vortex number Nvor(0) = 202.
At t = 0, the BEC has no sound waves, and the vortices
are placed as a square lattice with the lattice constant√

LxLy/Nvor = 256ξ/20. Here we slightly shift the vor-
tices randomly to break the discrete translational sym-
metry. As the BEC evolves, the vortex pairs annihilate,
emitting sound waves. The sound waves are less in the
early time t = 250τ , but the BEC becomes strongly wavy
in a later time t = 750τ .

The number of vortices involved in the vortex decay
process can be characterized by the scaling of the vortex
number decay [21, 35]. For a α-body vortex decay process,
the rate equation of the vortex number Nvor is given by

dNvor(t)

dt
∝ −Nα

vor, (3)

therefore the vortex number scales as

Nvor(t) ∝ t−1/(α−1). (4)

Fig. 2(b) shows the vortex number decay corresponding
to Fig. 2(a). After vortex pairs start to annihilate, the
vortex number follows the scaling Nvor(t) ∝ t−1/3 at the
early time, corresponding to the four-body process. Af-
ter certain time of evolution, the vortex number scaling
changes to Nvor ∝ t−1/2, corresponding to the three-body

FIG. 4. Time evolution of the fraction of the z component
contribution Ecom,z/Ecom with various confinement Lz.

process. The transition depends on the initial vortex
number (i.e., vortex density): there is only four-body
process for Nvor(0) = 162 (Fig. 2(c)), while the transition
occurs earlier for Nvor(0) = 242 (Fig. 2(d)). Such dynam-
ical transition from four-body to three-body processes
have not been discussed before and understanding the
mechanism behind it is the main focus hereafter.

Dynamical transition induced by increasing sound waves.
At finite temperatures, the thermal excitations dampening
the kinetic energy may change the scaling of Nvor [21, 35],
but the GPE model here has no thermal excitations.
Sound waves can extract energy from quantum vor-
tices [36], and a complementary test of vortex-pair annihi-
lation shown later verifies the damping effect. In our case,
intense sound waves generated by the pair-annihilation in
the early stage dampen the vortex energy later, varying
the scaling to a three-body process illustrated in Fig. 1(b).

To characterize the sound wave intensity, we decom-
pose the velocity field as v = vcom + vinc with the incom-
pressible velocity vinc and the compressible velocity vcom,
satisfying ∇·(

√
nvinc) = 0 and ∇×(

√
nvcom) = 0, respec-

tively. Then the compressible kinetic energy Ecom and
the incompressible kinetic energy Einc can be computed
by [47–49]

Ecom =
m

2

∫
n |vcom|2 dV (5)

Einc =
m

2

∫
n |vinc|2 dV. (6)

Ecom and Einc are associated with sound waves and vor-
tices, respectively [48, 49]. Fig. 3 (a) shows the Ecom evo-
lution with various initial vortex numbers. Ecom steadily
increases as more vortex-pairs annihilate. In the case
of Nvor(0) = 202, the three-body process emerges after
about t = 520τ , when the compressible kinetic energy
is about Ecom ≈ 9.7 × 10−3Nµ0 with the total particle
number N =

∫
ndV . This compressible kinetic energy is

defined as the critical energy EC. With Nvor(0) = 162,
Ecom is always lower than EC in our simulation, and
the scaling of Nvor follows the four-body process dur-
ing the evolution (Fig. 2 (c)). For Nvor(0) = 242, Ecom

quickly increases and becomes higher than EC, inducing
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FIG. 5. Vorticity evolution of a vortex reconnection event
in a BEC simulation. Lz = 8ξ. The red, white, and blue
lines represent the vorticity at t = 350τ , 355τ , and 360τ ,
respectively.

the dynamical transition early in time (Fig. 2 (d)). EC is
estimated from Nvor(0) = 202 but matches the transition
time for Nvor(0) = 242, indicating that the critical energy
is mostly independent of the initial vortex number in our
parameter range.

Confinement dependence in the quasi-2D BEC. When
Lz increases, we expect a crossover from 2D to quasi-2D
and then 3D for the BEC. For each Lz, we sample three
cases from different initial states with the same initial
vortex number Nvor(0) = 202 and compute the arithmetic-
averaged critical energy ĒC shown in Fig. 3 (b). We see
ĒC is almost a constant below Lz = 2ξ and starts de-
creasing beyond Lz = 2ξ. The decrease of ĒC cannot
attribute to Kelvin waves since they are still suppressed
even for Lz = 8ξ. One intuitive guess is the increase of
the sound waves in the z-direction, which may be evalu-
ated by the compressible kinetic energy in the z-direction
Ecom,z = m

2

∫
n |vcom · êz|2 dV with the unit vector in the

z-direction êz. Fig. 3 (b) shows the fraction Ecom,z/Ecom.
In our parameter range ξ ≤ Lz ≤ 8ξ, Ecom,z is always less
than 0.2% of Ecom, demonstrating that the z-component
of sound waves is negligible. Therefore, the change of the
critical energy should come from the vortex contribution.

We find that the decrease of ĒC with increasing Lz is
due to the emergence of vortex reconnection channel. As
Lz increases, vortices can be easily curved, and the vortex
distance may vary in the z-direction. Thus the soliton-
like structure becomes unstable, enhancing the vortex
reconnection channel that makes the sound wave easier
to annihilate the vortex pair. Fig. 5 shows snapshots
of a vortex reconnection event in a BEC with Lz = 8ξ.
To quantitatively characterize this effect, we analyze the
incompressible kinetic energy of the z-component

Einc,z =
m

2

∫
n |vinc · êz|2 dV. (7)

If the vortices do not curve, the incompressible velocity
is confined in the x-y plane, and Einc,z is negligible. Fig. 6
(a) shows the time evolution of the ratio between Einc,z

FIG. 6. (a) Time evolution of the fraction of the z component
contribution Einc,z/Einc with various Lz for Nvor = 202. (b)
Dependence of the fraction Einc,z/Einc on Lz at t = 600τ .

and Einc, which can be over 10% with Lz = 8ξ that
is a significant contribution. Fig. 6 (b) shows the Lz

dependence of the ratio at t = 600τ . The contribution
of the z-component is suppressed below Lz = 2ξ and
rapidly increases above Lz = 3ξ. This result means that
the vortex reconnection effect becomes significant above
Lz = 3ξ, agreeing with the observation in the critical
energy observed in Fig. 3 (b).
Complementary test of vortex-pair annihilation by

sound waves. To directly demonstrate the energy damp-
ing caused by sound waves, the dynamics of a vortex-pair
are analyzed for different cases. In case 1, the initial
BEC has no sound waves, and we implement a vortex-
pair with a vortex distance dV(t = 0) = 3.5ξ. Here
the initial density profile is given by the two-point Padé
approximation [50]. In case 2, the BEC contains the com-
pressible kinetic energy Ecom ≈ 2.5× 10−2Nµ0, which is
high enough so that the vortex-pair annihilation may be a
three-body process. We then implement a vortex-pair in
the same way as case 1. Fig. 7 shows the time evolution of
the vortex distance dV(t), which is associated with the vor-
tex energy. dV(t) is almost constant in case 1, but rapidly
varies over a short period and gradually decays over a
long time in case 2, indicating that sound waves may
fluctuate the vortex-pair energy and gradually dissipate
it. Note that the energy dissipation due to sound waves
does not need to be strong enough to dampen out the
vortex-pair energy by itself since their role is to destabilize
the metastable state. In fact, weak energy dissipation of
thermal excitations’ scattering may alter the vortex-pair
annihilation to a two-body process [21, 35].

Discussion and conclusion. Past studies utilizing the
2D GPE used relatively low initial vortex densities,
therefore the three-body process does not emerge (e.g.,
Nvor(0)/ (LxLy) = 103/104ξ−2 ≈ 153/2562ξ−2 in [35]).
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FIG. 7. Time evolution of the vortex distance dV (t) in two
cases. Case 1 has no initial sound waves, and case 2 has
intense sound waves of the compressible kinetic energy EC ≈
2.5 × 10−2Nµ0 at t = 0. Lz = 4ξ. Here dV is computed for
every t, and a moving average is taken within [t−10τ , t+10τ ].

On the other hand, the 3D GPE study of the quasi-2D
BEC [40] did not observe the four-body process because
of the relatively weak confinement in the third direction,
leading to a very small critical energy. As a result, the
vortex decay dynamics quickly pass the transition point
from four-body to three-body processes at an early time.

Our simulations focus on the dynamics at the abso-
lute zero temperature, but rich physics is expected at
finite temperatures due to the scattering with thermal
excitations [21, 35]. Quasi-2D BECs have been realized
in many experiments [2, 51] with the tunable third di-
mension confinement. The uniform BEC on the 2D plane
can be achieved using the box types of potential [52, 53].
It is also worth noting that vortex collision can be con-
trolled by localized optical potentials [54], which allow us
to measure the sound wave dissipation to the vortex-pair
directly and locally.

In summary, we have demonstrated that the vortex-
pair annihilation process undergoes a dynamical transition
from four-body to three-body processes due to increasing
sound waves generated in annihilation process in the early
stage. We characterize the role of the initial vortex density
and the third dimension confinement in the quasi-2D BEC
for such dynamical transition. Our work reveals an ele-
mentary mechanism for vortex energy dissipation through
pairing annihilation that has been a long-standing issue in
the field. Understanding such vortex dissipation dynamics
allows better characterization of dynamical phenomena
(e.g., quantum turbulence) of quantum liquids for new
quantum technologies applications.
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